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Date of Report: 14 Novenber 1972

-

PHOTO COMPARISON ANALYSIS RESULTS:

ovED FOR RE EASE
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(V) Swmary cf request: (Date received: )

a. Pleacs compare the attached 4 _ pre-capture
photographs of Col. Joseph C. Austin with the

post-capture photographs D1-266-5-72 £82

.

o

b, The exact images to be compared have been
identified as follows: -

(U) Summary of compariscn performed: o

2, The following photographs were compared:
pre-capture i post-capture .

b. T technicians working independently of each
oiFer analyzed the identifiable features listed

helow. _ o

§ Results of analysis:

a. (U) Quality of pre-capture photographs submitted:
Adequate/inadequate for analysis of recognizable
features.

b, {(U) Quality of post-capture photographs submit-

-.. ted: Adequate/ipadeguate for analysis recogniz-
able features, :

:

The following features were considered
similar:
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; ' The following features were considered dis-
;. " similar: : :
(1)
;? (2)
] (3)
‘ (4}
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' Conclusion: - - .
c - ‘(lj In view of the similarity in general h
dppearance and signifizant number of
similar features,
- could be the subjelt oF tThe questicnad
« photographs, - .
i (2} In view of the significant number of
E . differences in distinguishable features,
g- # _ _ probably is not
, - the subject of The quéstioned photo-
graphs. . ,
3 . L o (EEE) In view of the quality of photography
3 . o - and the small number of distinguishable
L | features which could be compared, no
3 T i conclusion can be reached, ) '
1 f. (U) The same image has been compared with pre-
I ‘ capture photographs of e Air Force,
- ‘ ; — __ Mavy, o MaTiWe, o Army,
£ : ‘ and " civilian personnel. ik
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B. Comments: Experience has shown that there are
- BOT enouph distinguiﬁhﬁble i

photo ¢332 to permjit compariaon, eVen with g rhoto
taken in ftarly the same Pose, .

€ould confiry or invalidate thke photo
Tomparicon analysjis,

Attachments: ‘ ‘
(a) Post-capture phﬂtographs, with everlay op Sther exace

- identification of
(b) Pre~capture‘photographs:

featuras in unidentified
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